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Abstract

-~—-~= The results of a cultural resources survey and liter-
ature search are reported for the major tributaries and
perimeter of the Goleta Slough in Santa Barbara County,
California. The study was designed to locate cultural
resources, evaluate their significance, and assess potential
impacts from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' proposed
Goleta Flood Protection Program. As a result of the inventory
a total of 64 prehistoric and historic cultural resources
were identified and documented; approximately 1711 acres of
the project area were systematically surveyed. Resource
management recommendations include additional research and
nomination to the National Register of Historic Plades. ™
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I. Introduction

This report contains the results of a cultural resources
literature search and an intensive cultural resources survey .
performed by a team of archaeologists, an ethnohistorian and
a historian under the direction of Larry R. Wilcoxon (Principal
Investigator) and Jon Erlandson (Crew Chief) on the major tribu-
taries and perimeter of the Goleta Slough in Santa Barbara
County, California.

i, P

The work was accomplished under a contract (No. DACW09-81-
C-0057) awarded by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles
District to Archaeological Systems Management, San Diego,
California. The project period, extending from September 1, 1981, :
to the date of this report, included one background research
session and one field session during which the bulk of the
information provided here was collected.

R ITT

The ohjectives of the project were: 1) to produce an
inventory of prehistoric and historic cultural resources within
the project area, 2) to evaluate the significance of the
cultural resources and determine which ones were eligible for
inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places, 3) to
assess the generic project impacts and develop management
recommendations to enhance preservation of the cultural resources,
! and 4) to estimate the costs of implementing management recom-

) mendations. In order to meet these objectives, the following
data collection activities were undertaken: 1) the surface
extent of all cultural resources were mapped with compass and
chain, 2) site record forms were completed and updated for all
sites, 3) the current state of preservation of each site was
evaluated, 4) the presence of diagnostic artifacts on the sur-
faces of sites were recorded, and 5) the natural environment
around each site was described and the nature of current and
planned development impacts possibly affecting each site was .
; evaluated. These activities are described in greater detail

| later on in the report.
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During the field session, lasting from September 3 through
October 8, a crew of six under the direction of Larry Wilcoxon
completed the bulk of the data collection. A total 1711 acres X
of land was systematically covered in 687 person hours. It '
should be pointed out that the survey did not cover the entire
project area as specified in the project scope of work as access
was denied by a number of landowners. During the course of the
survey a total of 64 cultural resources were evaluated of which
27 were undiscovered prior to this investigation.

PO SONPUEN N <SP




II1. Environmental Setting

The project area is located within southern Santa Barbara
County, California, including the Goleta Slough and its tribu-
taries (see Map 1). The More Mesa and Campus Mesa landforms,
along with the estuarine sandspit known as Goleta Beach bridging
the two mesas, form the southern project area boundary. Eastern,
northern, and western limits are delineated by broad corridors \
surrounding the slough tributaries extending upward through the
coastal plain of the Goleta Valley into the Santa Ynez Mountain
foothills (see Map 2). These creeks, from east to west, are as
follows: Atascadero, extending from the slough 2.75 miles
eastward to San Marcos Road; Maria Ygnacio, extending 0.95 miles
north of 01d San Marcos Road; San Jose, extending 0.75 miles
northeast of Patterson Avenue; Las Vegas, extending 0.75 miles
north of Cathedral Oaks Road; San Pedro, extending 0.8 miles
north of Cathedral Oaks Road, Carneros, extending 1.6 miles
north of Cathedral Oaks Road; and Tecolotito, extending 1.85
miles north of Cathedral Oaks Road.

Physiography

The Goleta Slough project area is situated within a .oastal
plain sandwiched between the Santa Ynez mountains to the north
and the Pacific Ocean to the south. The slough is but one of
several estuarine basins located within this coastal plain that
extends nearly fifty miles from Point Concepcion eastward to
Rincon Point (Lantis et al. 1973:100). Formation of the coastal
plain has been associated with the east-west trending Santa Ynez
Mountain Range formation. Part of the Transverse Ranges, the
Santa Ynez Mountains are a sedimentary formation spanning Upper
Jurassic to Holocene time periods. The Tranverse Ranges are
anticlinal in nature and were probably formed by intense lateral
deformation caused by collision between crustal plates of the
San Andreas Fault (Macko and Erlandson 1980:126). Locally, the
Santa Ynez Fault is located parallel to the mountains, separating
them from the coastal plain (Lantis et al. 1973:180).

Monterey and Rincon Formations of Miocene age comprise the
majority of sedimentary deposits in the Goleta Valley. Consoli-
dated shales and claystones from these formations, along with
some chert and limestone lenses, are the base of More Mesa and
Campus Mesa. Monterey and Rincon outcrops are particularly con-
spicuous along beachfronts adjacent to the slough (Upson 1951:23- .
24, 103). Situated above Miocene and Eocene deposits are marine
and non-marine poorly consolidated and poorly sorted clays, sands
and gravels of the Santa Barbara formation. Pleistocene terrace
deposits and Older and Younger Alluviums overlay these.

Goleta Slough morphology has been influenced by a series of
geological forces, and most recently has been affected by human
activity and manipulation of the environment. Faulting episodes
after Miocene Monterey and Rincon formation and later Santa
Barbara formation deposition created the original Goleta Valley

‘:‘. |
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embayment (Upson 1951:28-29). Rising sea levels during the
Sangamon interglacial flooded this basin. Subsequent sea level
fluctuations and ensuing erosion developed steep canyons within
the coastal plain which regularly infilled with alluvial sedi-
ments. Up to 6000 to 5000 B.P., the sea level continued to
rise with glacial retreat (Shepard 1964:574).

Since this time, cliff erosion has continually eroded away g
a coastline that once was dominated by long channels or bays é
extending a quarter mile or more into what is now the Pacific
Ocean (Bixler 1980:5, Norris 1968:89). Sedimentation has pro-
gressively infilled the slough, aided by the development of a i
protective sandspit across the estuarine entrance (MacDonald "
et al. 1980:28). This sedimentation has been accelerated by a .
series of flooding episodes, the largest happening in 1860-61
(Tompkins 1966:62).

Finally, the draining of slough bottoms in order to create
available land for cultivation and grazing, along with Santa
Barbara Airport and University of California construction, have
continually reduced slough boundaries to their present size.

The once deep open sub-tidal lagoon has been converted over time
to the shrinking salt water marsh with adjacent intertidal mud !
flats and alluvial fans we recognize as The Goleta Slough (Stone {
1980).

ER— sy

Climate

The Santa Barbara coastal region has been defined as having
a Mediterranean climate, one of cool, wet winters and hot, dry
summers (Erlandson 1979:9). Average temperatures are 10 degrees
Celsius in January and 18 degrees in July. Precipitation
averages 40 cm per year, increasing from the coast inland. The
Santa Ynez Mountains are important in trapping coastal fog
resulting in greater amounts of precipitation in the foothills,
but also causing more temperate climatic conditions than those
found in the mountain back country and Santa Ynez Valley to
the northwest (Chartkoff 1967:5-26).

e e R b TV

Experts agree that climate has varied over time depending
upon changes in the general circulation of the atmosphere.
Antevs (1955) has suggested a cool, moist period termed the
Anathermal in the Western U.S., dating from 10,000 B.P. to
7500 B.P. The Altithermal, he believes, was a warm, dry period
that followed from 7500 B.P. to 4000 B.P. The Medithermal, from
4000 B.P. to the present is a return to climates similar to those
experienced today. Axelrod (1967) has determined a somewhat
different story. His Xerothermic period from 8000 to 3000 B.P.
is a more arid climate in contrast to a previous cooler, moist
environment. After the Xerothermic, a shift is noted back to a
cool moist period. Although other theories have been presented
(Johnson 1977, Pisias 1978, 1979), most investigators agree that
the Holocene (10000 B.P. to the present) was characterized by




alternating episodes of cool/moist to warm/dry climates, with a
generalized regional dessication between 8000 and 3000 B.P.
Since then, a cooler, wetter period has stabilized and has con-
tinued until the present. These climactic shifts were probably
extremely important in terxrms of available flora and fauna and
subsequent potential resources available to prehistoric popula-
tions residing in the project area (Leonard 1971).

Biology

Available flora and fauna within the project area are quite
varied due to the distribution of several adjacent ecological
zones between the Pacific Ocean and the Santa Ynez Mountain
Range (Erlandson 1979:90). The proximity of the contrasting
environments has increased the number of ecotones in which an
optimal number of biological resources are found. Within broad
environmental zones, a series of microclimates are recognized
due to their contrasting elevation and degree of exposure to
sun or shade. These microclimates in turn support associated
microenvironments.

Below is a list of major environmental zones in the project
area and their associated floral and faunal resources (Erlandson
1980:130-33, Smith 1976:19-20, California Department of Fish and
Game 1971:42, Johnson Personal Communication Oct, 12, 1981):
Marine and Rocky Foreshore

Flora: Seaweed (Porphyra perfosta)

Fauna: Guadalupe Fur Seal (Arctocephalus philippi), Sea otter
(Enhydra lutris), California Gray Whale (Eschrictus gibbosus)
Stellar Sea Lion (Eumetopis jubata), Elephant Seal (Mirounga
angustirostris), Harbor Seal (Phoco vitulina) and California Sea
Lion (Zalophus californianus). Black Abalone (Haliotis
cracherodil), Purple Olive (Olivella biplicata), California
Mussel (Mytilus califorianus), Pismo clam (Tivela stultorum), and
Platform Mussel (Septifer bifurcatus).

Coastal Salt Marsh

Flora: Salicornia association, Cattail (Typha sp).

Fauna: Duck, Geese, Coot, Heron, Speckled scallop (Argopecten
aequisulcatus), various clams (Chione undatella, californiensis,
fluctagraga) , Bent nose clam (Macoma nasuta), Oyster (Ostrea
lurida), Pacific Littleneck (Protothaca Staminea), Washington
Clam (Saxidomus nuttali). Shovel nose guitar fish (Rhionobatus
productus), Topsmelt (Atherinops affinis), Shiner Perch.

Coastal Sage Scrub

Flora: California Sage (Artemesia californica), Bush
Lupine (Lupinus arboreus), Mock Heather (Haplopappus erocoides),
and Black Sage (Salvia mellifera). This environmental zone
merges with the chaparral at times,

i B citciniiditie




Fauna: see Hard Chaparral.

Hard Chaparral

Flora: Ceanothus species, with Bigpod Ceanothus most
common (Ceonothus megacarpus), Chamise (Adenostoma), Manzanita
(Arctostaphylos).

Fauna: Ringtail Cat (Bassaricus astustus), Coyote (Canus
latrans), Pacific Kangaroo Rat (Dipodomys agilus), Brush rabbit
(Sylvilagus bachmani), Gray fox (Urocyon cinereoargentus).

Valley Grassland, Oak Woodland

Flora: Coastal Live Oak (Quercus agrifolia), various native
bunch grasses.

Fauna: Coyote, California Ground Squirrel, Badger (Citellus
beecheyi), California Grizzly Bear (ursus horribilis) Raccoon
(Procyon lotor), Mule Deer (Odocoileous hemionus), Tule Elk
(Ceras elephas nonnodes).

Riparian Woodland

Flora: Elderberry (Sambucus sp.), Islay, Blackberry
(Rubus sp.), Wild Onion (Allium sp.) Walnut (Juglaus californica).

Fauna: similar to Coastal Sage Scrub, Valley Grassland,
or Oak Woodland depending upon elevation and neighboring environ-
ment. Steelhead trout.

Important changes in distribution of grass species over
time have occured. Burning of vegetation was possibly under-
taken by the Chumash in order to promote growth of chaparral
and seed plants (Erlandson 1980:136). Sage, ceanothus, chamise,
and yucca are all rejuvenated by fire. Also, Spanish occupation .
of the Goleta Valley was responsible for the introduction of Rye ]
Grass, Wild oat and other annuals native to the American South-
west carried by sheep and in the fecal matter of herded cows
(Ford 1979:3). These grass species were more adaptable than
native varieties and were more resistant to periods of drought
that occured in the 1860's and 1870's. A total of approximately
400 weed species have been introduced to the area, including L
yellow and deep purple Mustard, Wild Radish, Dandelion, Castor
Bean, Anise, Burdock, Poison Hemlock and Thistle (Ford 1979:5,

Smith 1976:15).

¢

Hydrology

The bulk of available surface water within the project area
is supplied by the creeks serving as tributaries for the Goleta
Slough listed in the locational information section of this
chapter. However, numerous springs and occasional vernal pools
are distributed over the project area (Smith 1976) and were

certainly significant in the distribution of prehistoric popu-
lation settlements.
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III. Background Research Strategy

This study was designed to provide a cultural resource
impact analysis of the Goleta Valley Flood Protection Program
as required for compliance with the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969 (PL 91-190), the Archaeological and Historic
Preservation Act (PL 93-291), and Executive Order 11593, Pro-
tection and Enhancement of the Cultural Environment. It con-
forms with the procedures and guidelines for such studies as
specified in 33 CFR 305. Specifically, the study objectives
were to locate and identify the Program's cultural resources,
evaluate their significance in light of National Register
Criteria (36 CFR 60.6), assess potential adverse impacts from
the proposed levels of development, and recommend appropriate
management measures.

The igitial step in achieving these objectives involved
archival research, review of existing site records and pertinent
literature, examination of listings in the National Register
of Historic Places and most recent Addenda published in the
Federal Register, review of ethnographic data, interviews with
knowledgable local people having specific information related
to the study area, and Native American consultation.

Sources and reference materials examined during the course
of this investigation have been included in the bibliography of
this report. A list of persons and institutions contacted is
provided in Appendix I.

|




A. Previous Archaeological Investigation in the Goleta Valley

Archaeological explorations at Native American archaeolo-
gical sites in the vicinity of the Goleta Slough have been con-
ducted for over 100 years. This work has consisted of controlled
and uncontrolled excavation and site reconnaissance of variable
quality and research orientation. Much of the fieldwork prior
to 1960 was oriented to obtaining artifacts for museum display
and describing, in a very deneral way, the culture history of
the area prior to European contact. Published reports exempli-
fying this era include the works of the Rev. Stephen Bowers
(1884), Leon de Cessac (Reichlen and Heizer 1963), Paul Schumacher
(1877), H.C. Yarrow (1879), D.B. Rogers (1929), Ronald Olson
(1930), Phil Orr (1943), William Harrison (1964, 1965, and
Harrison and Harrison 1966), Roger Owen (1964, and Owen, Curtis,
and Miller 1964) and Marshall McKusick (1961).

Since 1960, the major archaeological research has focused
on limited excavation of sites threatened by development, small-
scale cultural resource surveys related to environmental impact
review, and analysis of existing collections recovered during
earlier excavations. The justification for the conservative
approach currently taken toward excavation of sites is attri-
butable to three factors: 1) failure to analyze existing archaeo-
logical collections which can be used to answer many significant
research questions, 2) failure to successfully and logically
resolve the many questions which exist about sampling internally
complex cultural deposits, and 3) opposition to excavation in
archaeological sites by contemporary Indian people.

A review of the site records and reports housed at the
Regional Office of the State Office of Historic Preservation at
the University of California indicates that eighteen cultural
resource studies have been conducted within the project area
boundaries. A list of these studies and a map showing their
locations have been compiled in Appendix II.

Examination of cultural resource studies and their corres-
ponding site records suggests that aboriginal occupation of the
area was quite extensive and that most time periods known for
the greater Santa Barbara Channel Region were represented at
archaeological sites within the study area. Previous investi-
gations have resulted in the documentation of thirty-seven
archaeological sites within the study area.

B. Goleta Valley Prehistory

Initial human habitation of the Goleta Valley probably
occurred as early as 9000 years ago. The ancestors of these
early inhabitants are believed to have had their roots in the
Paleo-Indian cultural tradition of the greater North American
continent. Few details of Paleo-Indian lifeways are known from
coastal California because few sites of this tradition have been
discovered in datable contexts. Many researchers believe that
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sites of this time period have either been covered by deep
sediments or were inundated by rising post-Pleistocene sea levels.

From discoveries in eastern California and at widespread
localities in the Great Plains and Southwest, we know that
Paleo-Indian populations were greatly dependent on hunting
large Pleistocene mammals. The degree to which they supple-
mented this diet with lesser mammals, waterfowl, and vegetal
foods must await additional discoveries and future research.

As climates became warmer and environmental conditions
deteriorated following the Pleistocene, a large number of
Pleistocene megafauna suffered geographical displacement and/or
extinction (Martin and Wright 1967). The reduction in Paleo-
Indian prey caused a change in subsistence patterns from a
primarily hunting economy to one highly dependent upon the
collection and processing of wild vegetal foods and small game.
Concurrent with this chain of events, some have postulated the
movement of interior food-collecting populations to the coast
of California at this time (Kaldenberg 1976, Wallace 1978).

The earliest well-defined cultural tradition in the Goleta
Valley is the Milling Stone Horizon. This tradition is best
represented by the Oak Grove culture first defined by D.B. Rogers
in 1929 (Table 1). Archaeological sites of this culture reflect
a generalized hunting and gathering adaptation with a particular
emphasis on the collection and processing of wild plant seeds.
The importance of plant foods in the early economy is reflected
in the large number of grinding implements (manos and metates)
frequently encountered in the cultural deposits and the situation
of sites on elevated landforms near areas of high plant biomass.
That hunting still occurred, but was of lesser importance than
during earlier periods, is evident from the rare occurrence of
crude projectile points, core and flake tools for scraping and
cutting, and occasionally preserved faunal remains of small
game. The degree to which shellfish were exploited by popula-
tions of this period is known to have varied throughout the
region (cf. Macko and Erlandson 1980, Wallace 1978).

By 5000 years ago, the hunting of large land mammals--deer,
elk, and bear--and the limited exploitation of marine and
riparian resources emerged as a major economic activity. This
somewhat dramatic shift in economic focus enabled Rogers (1929)
to define his second cultural horizon, the Hunting People.

At sites situated near the coast and along major perrennial
streams, the recovery of compound bone fishhooks, gorges, J-
shaped shell fishhooks, notched net weights, and the abundant
remains of nearshore fishes provides conclusive evidence that
hook-and-line and net fishing were developed.

Archaeological sites of the Hunting People are found in a
wide variety of habitats throughout the Goleta Valley and sur-
rounding foothills. Major settlements with residential features
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YEARS ROGERS WALLACE HARRISON KING
(1929) (1955) (1964, 1966) (n.d.)
AD 1805 Chumash Late Period
Phase 3
—AD 1782
Protohistoric Late Period
Canalino Horizon 1542 Phase 2
AD 1500
ha'd Chumash Late Period
Phase 1
[——AD 1100
—-AD 1000 ? 2
Middle Period
Phage 5
——AD 900
Middle Period
Phase 4
AD 700
Middle Period
Phase 3
AD 400
Middle Period
Phase 2b
Time of . .
: o= Hunting Hunting
Christ People People, 0
Del Mar Middle Period
Phase Phase 2a
—-s500 BC———
Middle Period
Phase 1
—1000 BC— Horizon
III r———1200 BC
Hunting Early Period
? (Intermed.) People Phase 2
F—2000 BC— | Extranos
2200 BC———— Phase ——2400 BC
—3000 BC— Oak Grove Horizon L2900 BC———— Early Period
1I Oak Grove Phase Y
El Capitan
4000 BC—] (Milling Stone) Phase ——3500 B
Early Period
Phase X
——4700 BC—-
F‘5°°° BC Oak Grove,
Goleta Phase ?

Table 1

Santa Barbara Channel Chronological Sequence




and cemeteries, minor settlements occupied intermittently and/or
seasonally, and resource extraction and processing camps are
among the types of archaeological sites that have been recognized
and attributed to the Hunting People.

Sometime between A.D. 800 and A.D. 1100, Indian popula-
tions occupying the Santa Barbara Channel and the adjacent
Channel Islands began to specialize in the exploitation of the
marine environment. Utilizing marine resources from the inter-
tidal, estuarine, nearshore kelp, and deep sea pelagic biomes, a
stable, yet diverse, maritime resource base was established. N
From this base a complex prehistoric society evolved. It is :
during this period that the Canalino cultural tradition, a pre-
historic predecessor of the historic Chumash Indians, is first
recognized. The archaeological record for this era points to
high population densities, large coastal communities, and ex-
tended trade networks exhibiting links with the adjacent Channel
Islands and the greater Southwest.

Pnws -,

Canalino sites are found in almost every major habitat
along the coast and in the interior. Sites range from small
limited activity loci, such as resource extraction camps, rock
shelters with pictographs, and shrines, to major village com-
munities with houses, cemeteries, and ceremonial structures.
Assemblages from sites of this period are generally characterized ,
by the presence of well-made tools and facilities such as small :
concave base and leaf-shaped projectile points (arrow points), 1
flat-rimmed sandstone mortars (quite frequently with shell bead
inlay), and circular shell fishhooks with divided shanks, and
Olivella callus and Tivela cylinder beads. At sites with extra-
ordinary preservation, basketry, wooden implements, and canoe
planks have been occasionally recovered.

C. Ethnohistoric Overview of Native American Culture in the
Goleta Valley (1542-1835) by John R. Johnson, Claude N.
Warren, and Susan E. Warren -

At the time of first European contact with the California
Indians, the Goleta Valley was the most densely settled area in
all of aboriginal southern California. From the earliest
descriptions onward, Spanish records provide valuable data
regarding Chumash cultural history, land use, and social
organization. Our discussion is divided into two sections;

1) a review of the history of the Goleta Valley from the
sixteenth century to the end of the Mission Period and 2) a
summary of our knowledge of Chumash culture in the Goleta Valley
at the time of Spanish contact.

Early Historic Contacts and Protohistoric Changes

The first Spaniard to encounter the Chumash was Juan
Rodriguez Cabrillo, who entered the Santa Barbara channel in
October of 1542. In the summary of Cabrillo's diary which has ;
survived, several lists of Chumash village names are encountered .
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(Wagner 1929:86-88). Many of these names are recognizable as
Chumash towns which were still occupied more than two hundred
years later, at the time the first missions were established
(Kroeber 1953:553; Harrington 1928:35; King 1975:176-178).
Some towns had ceased to exist or had changed names since
Cabrillo's visit, and this particularly seems to have been the
case for villages surrounding the Goleta Lagoon.

In the first list of mainland Chumash names from Cabrillo's
diary, the first seven names apparently occur in sequential
order as one moves up the coast from Rincon: "Xuco" (Shuku at
Rincon), "Bis/Sopono" (Mishopshno at Carpinteria), "Alloc"
(Q'oclog' near Summerland), "Xabaagua" (Shalawa at Montecito),
"Xocotoc" (Syuxtun at Santa Barbara), "Poltoltuc", and "Nacbuc"
(Wagner 1929:86; Harrington 1928:35). Unlike the first five
villages, the latter two names are not recognizable as villages
which were occupied during the Mission Period. Later in
Cabrillo's lists these names are repeated with somewhat different
spellings. Fortunately, evidence was gathered near the middle
of the nineteenth century which allows us to identify the sixth
and seventh names in Cabrillo's first list with placenames
around the Goleta Lagoon.

In 1861, Alexander Taylor, the son-in-law of Goleta's
first Yankee settler, Daniel Hill obtained identification of
some of Cabrillo's names from older Indians whom he knew, "Partocac
or Paltocac" was stated to be "the Indian cemetery on the Mesa of
La Patera, near the sea", and "Anacbuc" was placed "near the islet
of La Patera, near the sea shore" (Heizer 1973:75). In another !
list of Chumash placenames, published in 1860 Taylor recorded the :
native name of "La Goleta" as "Chuah", which may correspond to "Gua" '
which also appears in Cabrillo's lists (Heizer 1973:45; King 1975:76).

The ethnographic fieldnotes of J.P. Harrington recorded in
the early twentieth century have allowed more precise placement
of two of the three names from Cabrillo's lists. Paltugagq
("Paltocac", etc.) was on More Mesa, apparently SBa-42, and Kuwa'a
("Gua") was the name for Mescalitan Island, SBa-46, in the Dos
Pueblos dialect of Barbareno Chumash (Harrington 1912-1922). The
third name "Anacbuc" (or "Nacbuc") may be most likely identified
with SBa-1695 at Goleta Beach or perhaps SBa-47 or 48 on the UCSB
campus. These three village locations approximately correspond
to the historically occupied settlements of 'Alkash, Helo', .

and Heliysik. ;

Significantly absent in the Cabrillo list is a name which
might correspond to the largest Goleta town of the Mission
Period, S'axpilil. King (1975:172, 1978:65-66), 1980:65-66) has :
suggested that settlement changes and village name changes during
the Protohistoric Period may have been linked to a larger pattern
of population aggregation which took place along the Santa

Barbara channel and shifts in village allegiances to larger
[ ]
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political groupings. King noticed that many smaller villages

in Cabrillo's list were abandoned by the Mission Period, e.gq.
"Aguin" ('Axwin at Las Llagas) and "Tucumu" (Tuxmu' at Arroyo
Hondo). Conversely, many of the largest Mission Period towns

are not mentioned in Cabrillo's list; besides S'axpilil, notable
examples are Mikiw (at Dos Pueblos), 'Onomyo (at Gaviota), and
Shisolop (at Ventura). King maintained that existing archaeolo-
gical evidence tends to support mostly a protohistoric occupation
at these latter sites.

Cabrillo's diary also describes political groupings which
were no longer in effect by the Mission Period. He states that
there were two provinces existing along the Channel Coast; one
called "Xexo" extending from "Cabo de Galera" (Pt. Concepcion)
to the "Puerto de Sardinas" or "Ciucut" (Syuxtun at Santa Barbara),
and a second called "Xucu" extending from the "Puerto de Sardinas"
to the "Pueblo de las Canoas" (Mugu). "Ciucut" seemed to be the
capital of the first province, which was ruled by an old Indian
woman (Wagner 1929:88). By 1782 alliances had changed, and the
Goleta villages were reported to be "declared enemies" of Dos
Pueblos (King 1980:65). These shifting allegiances may have
played a role in the name changes and possible settlement shifts
which took place in the Goleta Valley during the Protohistoric
Period. More precise dating of the archaeological deposits in the
Goleta Valley will be needed to test King's hypotheses about
protohistoric changes.

The coasts of the Santa Barbara Channel were seen again
and described during the voyage of Vizcaino in 1602-1603, but
there are no specific references to the Goleta area. After
Vizcaino's visit, there is no further record of contact between
Europeans and the Chumash until 1769. The recent find of five
0ld encrusted cannon on Goleta Beach has rekindled speculation
regarding visits by Manila galleons, or pirates, but no date
has actually been determined for the cannon. The probability
is perhaps greater that they date from the early nineteenth
century.

Exploration and Reconnaissance, 1769-1782

In 1769 the Portola expedition passed through the Goleta
valley en route to Monterey Bay and the eventual discovery of
San Francisco Bay. Diaries, kept by members of Portola's
expedition give good, but brief descriptions of Chumash towns
and culture. After camping a night in Arroyo Burro, the
expedition entered the Goleta valley on August 18 where they
found a large lagoon surrounded by populous towns. The soldiers
of the expedition were struck by the presence of a prominant
island in the estuary on which was situated the largest town
of "more than eighty houses" (Smith and Teggart 1909:27). This
reminded the soldiers of the legendary hearthland of the Aztec
people known as Mescaltitlan, or Aztlan, where the Earth
Mother resided on an island in a lagoon. The Goleta estuary
resembled another place known as Mescaltitlan Lagoon in Nayarit,




Mexico, named after the legend. From the time of Portola onward
the name Mescaltitlan became attached to the Chumash villages in
the Goleta Valley (Santa Barbara Indian Center 1979:6-7).

The expedition passed through one of the Indian towns,
S'axpilil, on the northern shore of the estuary. They camped
at a watering place west of S'axpilil, possibly at Los Carneros
Creek. There they were visited by inhabitants of the different
Goleta villages, and an active trade ensued, for fish, seeds,
and atole, and handcrafted items such as basketry, skins and
feather headresses. These were exchanged for glass beads,
ribbons, and other items of European manufacture. So much
fish was brought that it was necessary to induce the people
not to bring more because it would spoil,

The members of the expedition noticed that there was
rivalry among the towns as to which could entertain and pro-
vide the most. They were visited by the capitanes from each
of the Goleta communities, and treated to elaborate displays
of dancing and music. 1In fact the hospitality was overdone, so
that Portola had to entreat the entertainers not to bother them
further, so that the expedition members could get some sleep
(Bolton 1927:167-168).

There was some disagreement among the diarists of the
expedition regarding how many separate villages were present
on the banks of the lagoon. Portola's scouts reported seven
towns, the smallest having twenty houses and the largest on
Mescaltitlan Island (Smith and Teggart 1909:27). Crespi later
reported that there were five, three large and two small (Brown
1967:29). This confusion regarding the number of villages around
the Goleta estuary was to continue into the Mission Period (see
Table 2). The problem apparently resulted from the fact that
Chumash rancherias were frequently composed of more than one
spatially discrete community of households. Brown (1967:5)
noted that this was obviously the case for Chumash towns west
of the Goleta Valley, where two sections of a village were
frequently divided by a stream and were suggestive of moietal
social organization, which the Chumash did apparently possess
(Harrington 1942).

A map drawn in 1782 by Pantoja y Arriaga from a supply
ship which first provisioned the Santa Barbara presidio, indi-
cates that there were indeed seven distinct house clusters
arranged around the lagoon (see Map 3) but +hese were probably
not each separate named villages. Since only four Goleta towns
are known to have been present during the Mission Period, it
may be assumed that the seven separated communities were actually
segqments of larger settlement entities. Table 3 provides a
correlation of village names, locational information, and
archaeological evidence, based on present knowledge, documenting
the probable sites occupied during the beginning of the Colonial
Era.
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on occurrences in the Goleta Valley, until the beginning of

the Mission Period. The main route connecting the newly founded
missions of San Carlos (1770), San Antonio (1771), and San Luis
Obispo (1772) to the north with San Gabriel (1771) and San

Diego (1769) in the south passed along the Santa Barbara Channel.
Soldiers, couriers, missionaries, and a major group of settlers
led by Anza in 1776 travelled along this route, which passed
through the middle of the largest Goleta town, S'axpilil.

After Portola's visits in 1769-70, there is little data I

The large native population of the Santa Barbara channel
worried the Spanish colonial officials due to the potential
security risk if the Chumash were to arise in arms against the
Spanish. Organized hostile activity along the channel coast
would have cut the vital transportation link between the northern
and southern parts of New California and threatened the existence
of the northern Spanish settlements (Beilharz 1971:111-113).

It was therefore decided that a Presidio and several
missions be established among the Chumash at the earliest oppor-
tunity. From the time of the Portold expedition onward, the
"pueblos de la Isla" or "Mescaltitan" were urged as the site
of a new mission and presidio (Geiger 1965:7; Priestley 1937:45).
But further reconnaissance in the area by Lieutenant Jose
Francisco Ortega, who had travelled with Portola, and by the
governor, Felipe de Neve, resulted in the selection of the site
at Santa Barbara (Beilharz 1971:118).

Early Mission Period, 1782-1806

In 1782 the Santa Barbara Presidio and San Buenaventura
Mission were founded. Governor Neve delayed the founding of
Santa Barbara Mission, because he desired to bring about a
change in the way the missions were organized. The policy
which he attempted to adopt may be considered to be gquite en-
lightened by modern standards. Neve wished to allow the Indians
to remain in their native villages, and be attracted to
Christianity only through the teaching, good example, and good
will of the missionaries. The missions would cease to have
large resident Indian populations under the total control of the
Franciscan priests. Neve's approach would have omitted the need
for the missionaries to engage in large-scale farming operations.
No longer would mission location be dependent on availability of
extensive tracts of land suitable for irrigation and pasture
{Beilharz 1971:118-120).

Neve's plan was opposed by Father Junipero Serra, the
president of the missions, who won out in the end. Mission San
Buenaventura was founded in the traditional manner and operated
for nearly six years prior to the establishment of Mission
Santa Barbara. During that time, only four individuals origi-
nating from the Goleta towns accepted baptism, and at least
two of these persons, a mother and daughter from Helo' ("Gelo"),
were actually residing in the village of Shisholop on the




beach close to Mission San Buenaventura. In May of 1786, a
very ill young girl from Shalawa ("Saluag"”) or Montecito, was
baptized at Helo' and later buried there by the "gentiles."

The first Goleta villagers to become part of the new
mission community at Santa Barbara were four children from
S'axpilil ("Saspili"), baptized on January 24, 1787. 1In the
first year of operation, 186 Chumash people were baptized .
Eighty-three of these were from the Goleta towns. Table 4
presents the yearly number of Goleta Valley Chumash baptized
at the missions between 1785 and 1806.

Not all who were baptized came to live in the mission

community. Those who were ill, or near death, were baptized

as cases of necessity in their native villages. Unless they
recovered, they never became residents of the mission rancheria.
Parents were encouraged to bring their young children to the
Mission for baptism, by offerings of food and blankets. These
children, although baptized, remained with their parents until
they grew old enough to participate as part of the Mission work
forces, or until their parents accepted baptism (Geiger 1960).

During the first few years of Mission Santa Barbara's
existence, an attempt was made to apply names in honor of
Catholic saints to the Goleta towns. This practice had been
followed since the early years for villages in the vicinity
of Mission San Buenaventura. Father Fermin Francisco de Lasuen,
who succeeded Serra, as president of the missions, may have
instigated the practice at Mission Santa Barbara when he visited
there in 1788. The saints' names primarily occur in Lasuen's
entries in the baptismal register, and in entries made just
after his visit. §S'axpilil is referred to as "San Gabriel de
Saspilil”. Helo' is called "San Miguel" and Heliyik is several
times listed as "Las Llagas". The name "San Rafael” was con-
fused in application, being assigned both to S'axpilil and to
'Alkash. The practice never really took hold, and the names
quickly fell into disuse. But their early existence in mission
documents has resulted in some confusion, especially since they
duplicated later Spanish placenames. By 1804, a completely new
saints' nomenclature arrived in the Goleta Valley. "San Miguel"
was the name given to S'axpilil and "San Francisco" was
apparently applied to 'Alkash and Helo' together. The name
"Las Llagas" became associated with a canyon between Dos
Pueblos and Refugio, and was no longer associated with the
Goleta area.

Early in 1796, Felipe de Goycoechea, the comandante of
the Santa Barbara Presidio, had a census made of the number of
Chumash residing in the various towns along the Santa Barbara
Channel, (see Table 2). He was attempting to revive Neve's
old plan which would have allowed the Chumash to remain in
their native villages, when they became Christians. Goyoechea
sent his proposal along with the census to Governor Diego de
Borica, who forwarded Goycoehea's plan to the Viceroy in
Mexico (California Archives 50:226-233).
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Goycoechea's proposal met with opposition from the
Franciscans. Lasuen's main argument was that allowing the
Chumash to remain in their villages would only leave them
subject to "heathen" influences. 1In 1797 Lasuen was presuaded
to witness a trial case, in which Goycoechea assembled the
villagers of Syuxtun in Santa Barbara and offered them baptism
with the new privilege of remaining in their own houses. A
portion accepted baptism, including the chief, Yanonalit, but
of these, many decided in favor of living at the mission all
the same (Kenneally 1965:6-7, 276-279). In 1803, Viceroy
Iturrigaray, after considering the arguments pro and con,
finally put the issues to rest by stating no change in the
mission system would be attempted (Engelbardt 1930:607).

Apparently as a result of Iturrigaray's decision, and
good portents of an abundant agricultural harvest (Coombs and
Plog 1977), a massive wave of baptisms occurred throughout the
Chumash region in 1803 (see Table 4 and Figure 1). From each
major village on the Channel coast, the entire remaining popu-
lation came to the mission for the rite of baptism. There are
virtually no documents besides the baptismal registers them-
selves which elucidate the reasons and procedures behind this
phenomenon. Since five missions and large numbers of Chumash
throughout the region were involved, there must have been
some coordinating administrative influence.

The large numbers of baptisms in 1803 put such a strain
on mission housing, that the newly baptized Chumash were allowed
to remain in certain native rancherias, which were renamed after
the saints. 1In the Goleta Valley, there were at least two
Christian communities, San Migquel and San Francisco. Chapels
named in honor of these saints, were built for the residents of
each community, at Mescaltitan (S'axpilil) and Cieniguitas
Kaswa'a, respectively (Bancroft 1886:120; Forsythe 1961).

Mission agricultural fields were maintained at several
locations in the Goleta Valley neighborhooc¢ at San Jose ("Abajo"),
at San Juan Bautista ("Sauzal" at Hope Ranch), and at San
Miguel ("Saspili"). Stock ranches were kept at the latter
location and in the canyons immediately west of the Goleta
estuary, at Canada de las Armas (Elwood Canyon) and Tecolote
(Geiger 1965:54, 55, 57). The name "Los Carneros," still present
in the Goleta Valley, originates from a Mission Period sheep
camp on Los Carneros Creek, a tributary of the Goleta slough.
Table 5 lists the results of agricultural production and animal
husbandry in the Goleta Valley vicinity from 1798 through 1805.

In 1806 a measles epidemic took many lives among the
neophytes, and there is no mention in the mission registers
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of burial or baptisms of the newborn in the Goleta rancherias
after that year. The traditional settlements were gradually
abandoned as neophytes settled in communities closer to the
mission, its workshops, agricultural fields, and livestock
ranches.

Late Mission Period 1807-1835

In spite of the missionaries good intensions, the zcduction
of the Chumash population to the missions had deleterious effects
on the Indians. The introduction of European diseases, and
cultural shock brought on by adaptation to an unaccustomed
lifestyle, resulted in lowered fertility rates, a very high
infant mortality, and high death rate generally among all age
groups (Cook and Borah 1979).

After 1806, Mission Santa Barbara began a slow, but steady
decline, parallel to the decline in Indian population. In 1812
a major earthquake rocked southern California and completely
destroyed the chapel at San Miguel (Geiger 1965:255). From
1815 to 1818 the Chumash residing on the Channel Islands were
brought over to the missions to bolster the neophyte community.

The year 1818 also brought the pirate Bouchard who sacked
and burned the Refugio Rancho. The Missionaries at Santa Barbara
took the mission valuables and retreated with the neophytes and
presidio families over the mountains to Rancho San Marcos in
the Santa Ynez Valley. Father Ripoll organized a band of
neophytes to oppose the aggressors, but no battle proved
necessary. The baptismal records indicate that en route to
their place of refuge, several newborn infants were baptized.
One was baptized in the "rancheria de San Jose" and another was
born on the trail near San Jose and baptized at San Marcos.

San Jose Creek preserves the name of the Mission farm community
which once existed on its banks.

From 1822-1823 there were two very poor harvest years due
to one of the most severe droughts in mission history. The
resulting scarcity in food supply may have been an important
factor leading to the Chumash revolt in 1824 (Coombs, 1980).
That revolt led to a dispersal of Indian families into the
mountains, and eventually to the southern San Joaguin Valley
where refuge was sought from the presidio soldiers. An initial,
ill-fated foray against the fugitive neophytes was unsuccessful.
A second expedition succeeded without the use of arms in
persuading the neophytes to capitulate. A key role was played
by the missionaries who accompanied the expedition and whose
sympathies lay with the Indians. They insured the safety of
the neophytes if they returned to Santa Barbara (Cook 1962:152-
157; Geiger 1970). The majority appear to have made the return
journey, although it is known that some chose to remain in the
San Joaquin valley where they were later visited by American
trappers in the 1830s.

Among the Indians who died as a result of the initial
clashes with the presidio soldiers were several who were
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originally natives of the Goleta towns. These were Juan
Fructuoso Suluajinasu of S'axpilil, Alonso Siyunauta of Helo',
and Bartolome Suluapihueyaut of Helo'. Four other innocent
neophytes from the agricultural fields of San Jose, east of
Goleta, who came unarmed to the mission the day following the
initial hostilities, were brutally slain without cause by the
presidio soldiers (Mission Santa Barbara burial register

and padron, Geiger 1970:362).

In 1826, Governor Echeandia issued an emancipation oxder
which allowed neophytes who met certain qualifications to apply
for a change in status and become Mexican citizens. In theory
these emanicipated Indians would no longer be subject to mission
control, and their names were to be removed from the padron, or
mission neophyte roll. There is no record of the effect of this
order on neophytes living at Santa Barbara, but in general the
plan did not succeed (Geiger 1965:109).

In 1835, secularization finally came to Mission Santa
Barbara. The neophytes were made free citizens and the mission
became a parish church. From secularization onward a number of
former neophytes gathered together in small communities in the
Goleta Valley. These had formerly been established during the
Mission Period. One such hamlet was located just east of the
mouth of the Goleta Slough, probably at or near the former
village of 'Alkash (Harrinton n.d.).

The capitan of this settlement was Jose "Sudon"
Kamuliyatset, a canoe-maker and former capitan of the village
of Liyam on Santa Cruz Island. Jose Sudon and some other
neophytes fled to the Channel Islands from Mescaltitan during
the 1824 revolt with two Mission-owned canoes (Hudson 1976).
The settlement near the slough had to be moved to the mesa top
in 1853 or 1854 because of flooding (Hudson, Tlmbrook and
Rempe 1978:178).

The two most persistant Indian settlements of the Goleta
area were centered at "Indian Orchard" on Maria Ygnacia Creek
and on Cieniguitas Creek near the old San Francisco Chapel
(Heizer 1973; Rogers 1929). Maria Ygnacia, the matriarch of
the Indian Orchard community, was the daughter of Marcos
Lihuisanaitset, the last capitan of the large village of Syuxtun
on Santa Barbara beach (Johnson n.d.a ). Her son, Jose Y¥Ygnacio,
was the husband of Luisa Ygnacio, a principal Barbareno con-
sultant of ethnologist, John P. Harrington. Two of Luisa's
daughters, Juliana and Lucrecia, and a granddaughter, Mary Yee,
also provided important anthropological data to Harrington.
Pedro Ygnacio, a successful rancher, and Tomas Aquino Ygnacio

were two of Luisa's sons who achieved some prominance. Because
he was considered to be the last full-blooded Chumash, upon his
death, the body of Tomas Agquino Ygnacio, was laid to rest beside
the Franciscan Fathers at the Mission Cemetery vault (Geiger
1960:42-43).




Cieneguitas was home to a number of Indian families, until
their forced removal in the last decades of the nineteenth
century (Rogers 1929 ; Schaaf 1981). Two members of the
Cienequitas community, Justo, a consultant to H.W. Henshaw,
and his son, Juan de Jesus Justo, a consultant to J.P. Harrington,
provided valuable information on Chumash culture and on place-
names in the Goleta Valley.

Ethnogeography

One major focus of J.P. Harrington's ethnographic research
was the collection of Chumash placenames. His two principal
Barbareno consultants, Luisa Ygnacia, and Juan de Jesus Justo
were intimately familiar with the Goleta Valley vicinity.

Both were born of Chumash parents and raised in Indian com-
munities in the Goleta Valley. ULuisa lived with her first
husband in a small settlement just east of the mouth of the
Goleta Slough, and later resided with her second husband at
Indian Orchard on Maria Ygnacia Creek. Juan Justo was raised
at Cieneguitas. Considerable confidence may be placed in the
accuracy of their Goleta placename recollections. Two of
Harrington's other principal Chumash consultants, Fernando
Librado and Maria Solares, also provided data on Goleta place-~
names supplemental to the information supplied by Luisa and
Juan Justo.

A total of twenty-eight Chumash placenames have been
recorded for the immediate vicinity of Goleta Valley, besides
the four occupied villages of the early Mission Period (see
Table 6 and Map 4). These names refer mostly to geographical
features such as canyons, marshes, springs, rocky points on the
coast, etc. The names are often descriptive of some natural
characteristic such as the locally associated flora and fauna
or other natural resources. It is interesting to note that
Harrington's consultants also knew some of these places as
important hunting and gathering sites for certain shellfish
species, birds, and food plants. For example, Juan Justo
reported that Pismo clams could be obtained from mixas, the -
sandy beach in the vicinity of Deveraux Lagoon, and that mussels
were likewise available at sismikiw, Goleta Point.

The native name for San Jose Creek, shkumuwash, meant "he
arrived" (Applegate 1975:41). This name may record the function
of San Jose Creek as the major route of travel for inland
Chumash traders coming over San Marcos Pass. A related reference
to San Jose's position relative to the San Marcos Pass trail may
be present in the name for Santa Barbara Mission's San Jose
Creek outpost called "Abajo", meaning "below". It will be
remembered that several births took place during the Bouchard
threat in 1818 at Rancho San Jose and afterward on the "camino"
to Rancho San Marcos during the retreat to the Santa ¥Ynez
Valley.
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